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From: Commanding Officer, Engineering Field Activity, West, Naval Facilities Engineering
Command

To: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (Attn: Ms. Claire Trombadore)
California Department of Toxic Substances Control (Attn: Mr. Chein Kao)
Califomia Regional Water Quality Control Board (Attn: Mr. Richard Hiett)

SUbJ: COMPLETION OF PARCEL D FEASIBILITY STUDY, ENGINEERING FIELD
ACTIVITY, WEST, NAVAL FACILITIES ENGINEERING COMMAND, HUNTERS
POINT SHIPYARD, SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

Encl: (1) Navy Response to Environmental Protection Agency 17 Apri|7997 Comments
on the Draft Final Parcel D Feasibility Study, Hunters Point Shipyard,
San Francisco. California

1. Enclosure (1) contains the Navy's responses to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
comments on the Draft Final Parcel D Feasibility Study Report. We plan to address the issues
raised in these comments within the enclosed responses, or in future CERCLA documentation
for Parcel D. It is our understanding from discussions at the 6 May 1997 Hunters Point Shipyard
BRAC Clean-up Team meeting, that the California Department of Toxic Substances Control did
not find it necessary to provide written comments on the Draft Final Parcel D Feasibility Study.
The EPA comments and responses to the comments should be placed at the end of Appendix F of
the Draft Final Parcel D Feasibility Study Report.

2. The Navy appreciates the Agencies' efforts to reduce the volume of reproduction that is
required for full document revisions. This enclosure completes the Parcel D Feasibility Study
Report.

3. If you have any questions regarding this enclosure, please contact Mr. William Radzevich,
Code 1832.2, at (415) 244-2555.

':riginalsaguedby:

RICFIARD E. POWELL
By direction of
the Commandins Officer

Copies to:
City and County of San Francisco Dept. of Public Health, Bureau of Toxics

(Attn: Ms. Gina Kathuria)
San Francisco City Attorney (Attn: Ms. Elaine C. Warren)
RAB Member: ARC Ecology (Attn: Mr. Saul Bloom)
PRC Environmental Management (Attn: Mr. James Sickles, w/o encl)
Roy F. Weston, Inc. (Attn: Ms. Karla Brasaemle)
Kern Mediation Group (Attn: Mr. Douglas Kern)
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Information Repository (3 Copies, w/encl)
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RESPONSE TO AGENCY COMMENTS

PARCEL D. DRAFT FINAL FEASIBIIJTY STTJDY

IITJNTERS POINT SEIPYARD. SAT{ FRANCISCO, CALIFORI\IIA

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS FROMU.S. W PROTECTION AGENCY

Specific Comments

l .Comnrent:Section3.l.r3.1}issectioncoventthe.samesubjectasSection3.1J.5.The
discussion in Sedion 3.1.2.5 prcvides better detail and should rcplace Sec{ion

3.r.1.3.

Response: Section 3.1.1.3 is provided to discuss groundwarcr monioring rtsed to nrpport RAOs 
l

for soil. Section 3.L.2.5 discusses groudwater monioring tsed to sllpport RAOs for

grogndwater and will assure warer quality criteria are met at the tidally influenced

zone. The Navy will e$ilre that drJ groundwater monitoring description contained in

the remedial desip for Parcel D will be clearly defind. Additionally' language

agreed upon in the Parcel B ROD will be used for groundwarcr monioring

descriptiors.

2. Commenf Section 3, Specific Comment 20. Benzoic acid was elininated from the tables'

not reviscd,as steted in the cmcil r$ponse. Please derify why this compound

wes renovedfrm the

Resporse: Benzoic acid was not detected in soil samples collecrcd at Parcel D' tberefore, it was

eliminared from 6c revised Tablc 3-2a through 3't. The tables shown in the Draft

Final parcet D FS bave been reviscd to list only those conpounds detected in soil u

Parcel D.

3. comment: section 4 Altemetive 2, Groundrder Monitoring. IR'35S is listedas an arca of

sonceril, htt b rot indicatcd ac en rrea of concera in Section 3.1.2-{. Plese

cladfy.
'  

t  -a r ! : -- l  ^f  rL^ D---^ l  
'

Response: Betrreen the zubmital of the Drafr ald Draft Final of the Parcel D FS, it was decided

by the BCT ro movc IR-36 into &e Parcel E FS. This IR-36 has been rcmo'red from

tno r.opr of the parccl D FS. Atry dxnedial acdvities or monitoring wilt be proPosed

under the Parccl E FS.
:

4. commenf secdon ar ilterosdvca 4 and 5. Although m$gntive ll|eo$rcs and grcundwater

monitoring have been includeds the componcG of the anernetive' they have

not bcen incfudcd irl trG dcryed descri$ion of tbe alteroative. Wby not?

Resporse: Mitigative me3sucs and groundwarcr monitoring were discused in ddail urder

Alternative 2 (Secdon *.i.2),ard are not repearcd again for each altcrnarive rc avoid
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5. Comment:

Response:

6. Comment:

Response:

redundancy. Sesions 4.3.4 and 4'3'5'which dessfre Alternatives 4 and 5

respectively, rcfer to Secdon 4.3'2 fot tbe requestd discussion'

section d rEuF4.2. The description of the alh'rhle concentrations at &e

monitoring ,rdl 
"j5 

to U" o"i"*"a. Please drig rrhether the concmtration

is allowed to tc "greiter;than the HGAL adju*doncedration to accotmt for

additional factors.r.".Lrca with distance 'x'. U1m review it did not appear

that this poir ves clear in the text of Section 4

Thequartertyreoltsfromsentrywellswillbecquedagainstnigger
concentratiore for chemicals of conceru at Parcel D ad will fOllOw procedures

esrablished in tle puceig Rob. The nigger come .mariol for each well is equd to '

the HGAl-adjuscd *i"ti. multiplied by a DAF 6ar b calculated based on the

distance from the t.o,ty well to tit iot oo edge ofthetidally influenced zonc'

Appendix D, Table D-2. Ibe second cohrmncffi inconsistencies inthe

values reported. f* i*t-""" the sccond col|@ dTable I)'2e indicafes lead =

7.6. Ite fou& corrunn says lead was detectedat aconceffiztion of l'&xl

mg/kg.Plece",p|"i"*h"tthe?.6repr€ses.Phasechecktoeusuretbatthe
tabtes in Appcndk D are consistent'

For the effiy i! &e second column of Tabte D-2c rhar sated 'lead = 7'6'; the value

of 7.6is the expos'ure point concentratio-n (EPC) for lead in Tgkg calculated in the

human heat6 *r *irr*rnt (HHRA) for exposue arca Au-19. This enuy was

incorrect a'dtc..;;;"t"y'sliould be 'L€ad = 1'&)0 mg/kg'' The vd'e of

1,800 mgftg is &e detected concentration of lead rafur tban the EPC' Sinilar

inconsisrcncies bve been identified in the followiry sbles:

Table D-2j: udcrtlre second column for elposry*? ly2 
under de ninirns

iueas - the ecy or;iJ-; g.z- rn*to be 'Ird = 1,4(x) mg/tg'

Table D-2L rdr the second column for exposrc *199:0 under dc ninimus

areas - thc emy of ;.i; ;J.t' tnda be 'Ird = 1'400 mg/tg'

Tabte D-?.o: rdr the second column for orpwc ry ry30 ulder de niniutlts

i'eas _ tb emy or {lJ-=-i.t' ,t *u b€ -L€rd = [,400 mg/tg'

TableD.3g:derthesecondcolumnforexposure'?lglgrrnderdeminims
arsas _ 6c cmy or;irJ = 7.5' shorld be 'L€rd = I'E00 mg/tg'

TableI}.3s:rmderthcsccordcolrrrnnforexpoc'rBGlorrdcrRenediarion
ArEa 53-1 - tu;;-J;;l = 5'l' strouldbG'Lad = l'400 mg/kg"

TableD.3rrderthesecordcolumnforexpwtuln{munderRencdiadon
Area 6$t - 6, ."ry;i;i; = 5. t' should bc 'Irad = 1'400 Eg/kg'
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7. Comment:

Response:

AppendixD,TablesD.Sathrougbc.Ptease€xplsinthebasisforthercvisedsoil
volrrmesforthesoenariq'.Somec}angeswereeasilyrmderstood(e.g.'rcvising
excavation depths based on new assumptions)' Hovever' in other cases

runediation areas have been renoved and switchedto de minimus areas with not

much (if any)..pt""rilotno than the revised definitious (provided in

Appendix D) of noje 
"*"t 

are going to be categorized' Please explain why

areas have beelr rtnoved or reclassified as de minims aFeas'

In general, the rcvised soil volumes for the scenarios beween submiaal of the Draft

Parcel D FS and tn' oran ri*r Parcel D FS are based on the following:

o A revised and more consistent ap'proach was rsed in the Draft Final Parcel D FS

in developing *'il;"i;; anO in acnning areas tt-lS' de minimus cleuup

areas, or areas,i", J" ,"arrq"i* hrnheraction. Tbis new approach was

derived in resporse to Agency conments on the Draft Parcel D FS'

o Based on radsions to the Draft RI human health risk assessmenr (HHRA)'

numesouscomporrrrds(incltrding'."1'andSV@s)wercrcmovedasCoPCs
and several.ilr*;mad;in tfre values of both the total tuzard index (HI)

ud excess lifetirne cirncer dsk (ELCR) for elposurc aleas'

o Additionalty, $)me interpolation of data poinS was used to classify and/or corect

remedial areas.
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